Accordingly, the most prominent form in which everyday life says hello to financialisation is in the indirect form of any monetary exchange, buying and selling, creating the presumption in much of the literature that commodity production (or its creation through commodification) is part and parcel of financialisation. Yet commodity production as such may not involve finance at all as in the case of cash purchases (although financialisation may well have occurred intensively further up the chain of provision to make that cash available).
But, equally, commodity production for consumption has increasingly become embroiled in credit relations, most notably with mortgages, credit cards, and so on.
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Such is not financialisation as such by our tight definition as interest bearing capital.
Mortgages have long existed, for example. What makes them financialisation is the securitisation of the potential interest payments (or the debts as such) and their bundling into derivatives for speculative purposes. Yet, as observed, one implication is that (re)commodification, even if not financialisation itself, offers fertile opportunities for financialisation, both in the productive sphere (as with privatization and corresponding creation of financial assets representing ownership) and with its 'weaker' counterparts of commercialisation with user charges, public private partnerships, and contracting out. The associated revenues of such operations offer the scope for securitization and, so financialisation, that may or may not (be allowed to) take place. 
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